The ambition of successive Iranian authorities to establish a nation-state that aimed to assimilate the non-Persian ethnic groups into a wider Iranian narrative has been largely unsuccessful and it is this failure of the Iranian national project and the resilience of a Kurdish agenda that is the focus of this article. In it, we attempt to shed light on the Kurdish experience in Iran since the formation of the modern state in the 1920s, with a focus on the last three decades that followed the Islamic Revolution of 1979.
THE KurDS AND THE FOrMATION OF THE IrANIAN NATION-STATE
Faced with the threat posed by industrializing European states, both Qajar Iran and the Ottoman Empire pursued a policy of extensive modernization throughout the second half of the 19 th century. A key element of this policy was to promote the centralization of authority and administrative organization at the expense of the autonomy built up by groups living in provincial areas. As a result, the semi-independent Kurdish emirates were practically eliminated as meaningful entities. However, the Ottoman and Qajar central governments were still far from strong enough to exercise control over vast territories. In Iran, the dominant feudal social structure was manifest in the form of local tribal leadership which governed areas deemed to be within their geographic sphere of control.
2 Iranian Kurdistan, especially in its northern parts, was strongly characterized by this form of governance.
This political structure proved to be an enduring feature of the Iranian political scene -and one that is largely overlooked by many historians focusing on the early years of the Iranian state. Indeed, even the Iranian Constitutional Revolution of 1906-11, despite its significant achievements, failed to establish a democratic political system in Iran inclusive of these largely tribal regions; moreover, the years following world war I in Iran were characterized by a degree of anarchy in the government which facilitated the consolidation of Kurdish tribal authority. Alongside the domestic reasons which underlay this anarchy was the interference of foreign powers, namely Britain and Russia, which essentially had divided Iran between them. One effect of this imperial meddling was the rise of Iranian nationalism and an opportunity for a strong leader to take advantage of the chaotic political situation. This leader was Reza Shah, who emerged as Minister of war in 1921 and became King in 1925. Under Reza Shah, the state moved to reconsolidate its diffused authority by embarking upon a policy of centralization, bringing the Kurdish feudal and tribal leaders into direct confrontation with the government.
Among the tribal Kurdish leaders, the head of the Shikak tribe, Ismail Agha Simko, proved to be the main opponent of Reza Shah's centralizing policies. By all accounts, Simko was successful in uniting a number of tribal leaders in the Kurdish areas against the central government, yet his ends are unclear, as there is little evidence to suggest that Simko's motives were driven by any particular Kurdish nationalist vision. David McDowall rightly asserts, "Simqu's [Simko's] revolt remained fatally handicapped by the nature of tribal politics."
3 Lacking any clear nationalist vision and program and without any meaningful strength engendered by societal solidarity, Simko desperately sought alliances with the various local and regional powers in order to promote his own parochial initiatives. 4 while in the beginning of his revolt he had been successful in cooperating with some Kurdish tribal leaders inside the Ottoman Empire, such as Shaykh Taha, and for a while drew the attention of Shaykh Mahmud Hafid in Iraqi Kurdistan, where he had established a short-lived Kurdish administration, he had on other occasions relied on Turkish authorities to conduct his resistance against the Iranian government -even though the same authorities were targeting Kurds within their own boundaries. After years of fighting against Reza Shah, Simko was invited to Ushnaviya by the Iranians, ostensibly to be pardoned and offered the governorship of the city. Unfortunately for Simko, the Iranian authorities had no intention of accommodating this increasingly powerful figure. The invitation proved to be part of a trap, and Simko was assassinated in 1930.
The motivations of Simko and the raison d'être of his revolt remain disputed. while some Kurds admire him for the bravery he showed in his resistance to Reza Shah, his opponents accuse him of being a cruel leader who threatened the territorial integrity of Iran and its legitimate modernizing ambitions. 5 It seems clear that Simko lacked any nationalist agenda and his resistance was inspired mainly by his tribal ambitions and only partly by his ethnic and nationalist consciousness. Even so, despite the fact that Simko's revolt lacked an intellectual nationalist discourse, it provided the foundations of the Kurdish nationalist movement in Iran. Yet it arose not from any dialogue among Kurdish intellectuals in Iran, but rather as a reaction to the homogenizing Persian-first policy of Reza Shah, who wanted to build a nation based on the cultural and linguistic features of the Persians as the dominant ethnic group. 
WOrlD WAr II AND THE EMErgENCE OF A MODErN KurDISH NATIONAlIST DISCOurSE
Reza Shah was successful in defeating the local and regional rebellions, and by the late 1930s his policy of promoting social and cultural homogeneity and centralized authority was well underway. However, the start of world war II had profound implications for Iran and the Kurds. Iran was occupied by British and Soviet forces due to Reza Shah's perceived sympathy for the Axis -effectively changing the political space in Iran and halting the progress of Reza Shah's policies. Following his abdication in 1941, Iranian Kurdistan -even though it was occupied by Soviet troops -experienced a power vacuum, as the once powerful tribes struggled to fill the void. Instead, the social and economic policies pursued by Reza Shah had profoundly influenced the character of Iranian Kurdish society, with a new middle class forming and an urban educated stratum now apparent. It was actors from within this new urban class that took advantage of the power vacuum. A new, modern organization called Komalay Jiyanaway Kurd/Kurdistan (The Society for the Revival of the Kurds/Kurdistan) was established in September 1942 in Mahabad. The organization, commonly referred to as JK, 6 soon became popular and less than one year after its establishment started publishing a journal called Nishtiman (Motherland). 7 The articles in Nishtiman illustrated that the founders of JK were aware of their distinctive ethnicity. They also were motivated to develop a Kurdish homeland that encompassed not only Iranian Kurdistan, but was also inclusive of the Kurdish regions of Turkey and Iraq. However, the development of JK was curtailed by the social limits of a Kurdish society still heavily colored, if not dominated, by tribal traditions. These social and cultural limitations combined with the interfering policies of the Soviet occupiers and resulted in the eclipsing of the JK by the Kurdistan Democratic Party (KDP) in September 1945. 8 The KDP, under the leadership of Qazi Muhammad, declared the establishment of the Republic of Kurdistan on January 22, 1946 in Mahabad. The republic, except for the Soviet Union's practical support, was not recognized by any country. The areas under the Republic's control stretched from Urumiya to Saqiz; some of the major Kurdish cities, such as Sanandaj (Sine) and Kirmanshan, were outside the Republic's domain.
6. There are some disputes among scholars concerning the equivalent of the initials of JK. For a record of the various ideas on the name of the association see Hashem Ahmadzadeh, Nation Due to internal disorganization and the weakening of international (Soviet) support following the end of the war, the Republic was defeated by the Iranian army in the middle of December 1946 and its leadership executed. Even so, although it lasted less than one year, the formation of the Kurdish Republic was a historical turning point in the realization of Kurdish nationalism.
KurDISTAN IN THE AFTErMATH OF MAHAbAD
After the collapse of the Republic of Kurdistan, the Kurdish national movement in Iran experienced a long and hard period of recovery. The leading political force among the Kurds, the KDP, had lost its legendary leader Qazi Mohammad along with several other visionary figures. As Iranian Kurdistan was reoccupied by the Iranian army, the KDP was organizationally devastated to the extent that the KDP became reliant upon its relationship with the Tudeh Party in order to exist and even survive.
9 But, by the mid-1950s, the KDP had again begun to reassert itself as a key actor. Following the coup of 1953 and the collapse of Muhammad Mossadeq's government, the new KDP leaders sought to reorganize the party. The party's first conference, which was held in 1955, was an important step towards this. Illustrating the resurgence of support for the KDP, the conference insisted on the independence of the party from other organizations, effectively severing its relations with the Tudeh.
10
Recognizing the new threat posed by the reorganized KDP moving away from the Tudeh, the Iranian government strengthened its oppressive policy and made conditions for KDP members much more difficult. In 1959 the clandestine organizations of the Iranian KDP were discovered by the police following the arrest of Simayli Qassimlu, a KDP member. About 250 members of the KDP were arrested and many of the key figures of the party were given long prison sentences.
11 Such events increased the number of Kurdish political activists who found a safe haven in Iraqi Kurdistan, following 'Abd al-Karim Qassim's coup d'état against the monarchy in 1958. Nonetheless, this safe haven could not last for long due to the war between the Iraqi regime and the Iraqi Kurds, as well as the reliance of Iraqi Kurdish leader Mustafa Barzani on the Iranian regime.
In the 1960s, the Iranian KDP's energies were focused mainly on deep internal conflicts between its various factions -a state of affairs that would last into the 21 st century. 12 The divisions were so serious that the KDP as it was constituted could not remain integrated, with the result being the formation of a new group that challenged the authority of the official leadership. In 1967, a group of cadres who were against the policy of the pro-Barzani leader of the KDP, Ahmad Tofiq, founded a Revolutionary Committee that aimed to conduct an armed struggle against the Iranian regime. In its 18-month existence, the Revolutionary Committee succeeded in highlighting the situation of the Kurds and promoting a wider sense of Kurdish nationalism, while dealing locally significant military blows against the Iranian military. Yet, faced with immense odds, the movement was ultimately defeated and many of the KDP's most influential members were killed.
13
The declaration of the Autonomy Law by the Iraqi government in March 1970 was warmly welcomed by the Iranian KDP authorities in Iraqi Kurdistan, who hoped that it would assist their struggle in Iranian Kurdistan.
14 However, when a KDP delegation met Mustafa Barzani to both congratulate him on that historical achievement and to ask him for his support, they were disappointed to find that Barzani's policy concerning Iran had not changed and that the ban against the Iranian KDP's struggle against the Iranian government would remain intact. 15 However, by this time the Iranian KDP had established contacts with the Iraqi regime, with the result being that the Kurds of Iraq and Iran would soon find themselves being used as proxies against each other. Towards the end of the 1970s, the Iranian regime was facing serious domestic political unrest. In the middle of the autumn of 1978, a committee named Zagros was organized by the KDP in order to send its leading members to Iran to contribute to the struggle of the people against the Iranian regime. Thus, alongside the Iranian people, the Iranian Kurds showed their active opposition to the Pahlavi regime through extensive public demonstrations. During the regime's last months, the Zagros committee attempted to organize the public protests against the regime more effectively. However, neither the KDP nor any other Kurdish political organization was prepared enough to take advantage of the opportunities that the fall of the regime gave the Kurds. Hassanzade explicitly asserts that at the time of the regime's fall, the KDP was simply unable to act in a way that would have promoted Kurdish interests in any new arrangement following the revolution.
17

THE ISlAMIC rEPublIC OF IrAN AND THE KurDISH AgENDA
The Islamic Revolution put an end to the longstanding exile of the KDP, and the party leaders were hopeful and optimistic of starting a new period as a legal political party. Only three weeks after the Revolution, the KDP celebrated the end of its clandestine life and a new period of legal and public activities in Iranian Kurdistan by organizing a rally in Mahabad. About 100,000-150,000 people took part in the rally, as Dr. Qasimlu declared that his party was ready to cooperate with the new regime if the rights of the Kurds were guaranteed. 18 Contrary to the rest of Iran, where the new provisional government had been able to establish its new structures, Kurdistan was under the hegemony of the KDP and revolutionary committees that were not in any way associated with the new government and its Islamist doctrine.
19 while the Kurds were generally positive towards the new regime, and tried to convince the Iranian authorities to accept the democratic rights of the Kurds, it was a situation that was not to last. Tensions were readily apparent when, on February 19, 1979, the military garrison in Mahabad, largely due to the influence of some Kurdish officers, surrendered to the Kurdish authorities in the city. The Iranian regime used this occasion as a pretense to accuse the Kurds of acting against the 17 revolution. In an attempt to ease tensions, some Kurdish delegations visited the Iranian authorities, including Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini. However, no agreement was ever reached and as a consequence of the failed negotiations the tension escalated into armed confrontation. 20 But the new government was simply not strong enough to control the Kurdish cities. The Kurds' activism and their practical control of most parts of Iranian Kurdistan made it difficult to quell the Kurds and ignore their demands. Nevertheless, there was no sign that the government was interested in finding a peaceful solution. In fact, it seems to be clear that the new theocratic government did not have an understanding of the particular ethnic issues which characterized their multi-ethnic country, and the conflict quickly escalated. Only five weeks after the revolution, during the Newroz celebrations, a bloody military assault was undertaken against Sanandaj, one of the major Kurdish cities in Kurdistan. In this confrontation, which is now known as the Bloody Newroz of Sanandaj, about 450 people were killed. 21 The first official Kurdish challenge to the new government came about two months after the revolution when, on April 1, 1979, a referendum was held in Iran concerning the form and name of the new government. 22 Ballots gave the Iranians the sole options of saying simply "yes" or "no" to "The Islamic Republic." The Kurds, following the position taken by their main political parties, boycotted the referendum. Despite this, the "Islamic Republic" was approved by a landslide. Even so, while the Kurds were quantitatively far from being able to hamper the project of the government and its referendum, they remained numerous enough to present a localized threat to the fledgling regime.
Realizing the futility of boycotts, the Kurds took part in the election of the Assembly of Experts on August 18, 1979. This council had the responsibility of writing the new constitution. The General Secretary of the KDP, Dr. Qasimlu, with 113,773 votes, was elected to be a member of the council. However, he was never able to participate. 23 The council started its work on August 19, 1979, on the same day that Khomeini declared jihad against the Kurds, apparently to invigorate the Iranian force's efforts against the Kurds. The war came to an end on November 17, 1979, following rising casualties among Iranian military units. Kurdish guerrillas regained control over Kurdish cities, and in a public meeting in Mahabad, Dr. Qasimlu welcomed Khomeini's August 17, 1979 declaration of solving the Kurdish question peacefully. Soon after, a 20. After the revolution, the Kurds practically controlled Kurdistan. The new Iranian regime did not have any significant social or political influence over the Kurds. The presence of the regime was limited to its military garrisons in the main Kurdish cities. It took about three years until the Iranian regime gradually, through heavy military intervention, was able to establish its control over the Kurdish areas.
21. Hassanzade, Niw Sada Tekoshan, p. 140. 22. It is important to point out that this was the very day that the founders of the Kurdistan Republic were hanged in Mahabad in 1947. The Kurdish political parties even boycotted the national referendum on the Constitution of the Islamic Republic on December 2-3, 1979. This was a further contribution to the deepening of the conflict between the regime and the Kurds.
23. A few weeks after the election of the Assembly of the Experts, the elected members visited Khomeini, who explicitly said: "I wished he had come to this meeting. I had thought to arrest him if he had come." Hassanzade, Niw Sada Tekoshan, p. 161.
Kurdish delegation consisting of Ezzaddin Hoseini, the KDP, Komala, 24 and the Iranian People's Fadayee Guerrillas was created with the purpose of negotiating with the government. The delegation prepared a proposal which consisted of 26 articles that formulated the demands of the Kurds towards fulfilling the question of their autonomy. The main demands focused upon education in Kurdish, the establishment of local Kurdish security forces, and the appointment of local Kurdish administrators. Despite the occasional meeting between the Kurdish delegation and the various Iranian representatives, no agreement was reached.
Although a solution to the Kurdish issue in Iran was not found, it provided the Kurdish political actors space and time in which to consolidate their parties and militias. while irregular negotiations were ongoing, the Kurdish political parties were strengthening their political and social bases. It was in this environment that the KDP organized its fourth congress on February 19, 1980 in Mahabad. After 34 years it was the first time that the KDP could freely hold its congress in Iranian Kurdistan. Three hundred and ten delegates, who represented about 30,000 members of the KDP, participated.
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FrOM ElECTIONS TO rEbEllION
The Kurds took part in the election of the Iranian Parliament on March 14, 1980, with the vast majorities of candidates elected from Iranian Kurdish cities being members of the Kurdish political parties. However, the Iranian regime soon declared that the results from the Kurdish cities were void, and the elected candidates were never allowed to attend Parliament. 26 During the summer of 1980, regular clashes broke out between the Kurds and government forces. However, the Kurds still had control over most parts of Kurdistan, including the cities. Until the late 1980s, there were still occasional negotiations between the Kurds, and especially the KDP, and the Iranian authorities. when Iraq invaded Iran on September 22, 1980, there were severe clashes between the Kurds and government forces. 27 The KDP declared that if the government accepted the demands of the Kurds for autonomy, the Kurds would fight alongside Iran against 24 . Komalay Shorshgeri Zahmatkeshani Kurdistani Eran (The Revolutionary Organization of the Toilers of the Iranian Kurdistan) declared its public presence as a radical leftist organization a few days after the revolution. Komala was formed in 1969 by Kurdish university students. In 1983 Komala -together with a number of Iranian leftist groups -founded the Iranian Communist Party (ICP), and Komala was afterwards referred to as the Kurdistan organization of the ICP. Iraq. 28 However, the Iranian government, ignoring the KDP, intensified its attacks on the Kurds more than ever.
By early 1981, the number of victims of the ongoing war was increasing dramatically. In a statement made by the KDP in 1981, it noted that more than 10,000 people, 80% of them children and the elderly, had been killed. 29 In November 1981, Iranian troops managed to occupy Bukan, which had been the last city under the control of the Kurdish guerrillas, thereby assuring their control over all the major population centers in Kurdistan. However, the Kurdish guerrillas were still strong enough to hold most of the rural areas and could attack the bases of the regime's forces inside the cities. But the pressure of the Iranian forces on the Kurds gradually forced the Kurdish guerrillas to move towards the Iraqi border and, by 1983, their headquarters was relocated to Iraqi territory.
The internal conflicts between the various factions of the Iranian government resulted in the removal of the first elected President of Iran, Abolhassan Banisadr, in June 1981. In July 1982, the removed President and Masud Rajavi, the leader of the Organization of Iranian People's Mojahedin, declared the establishment of the National Council of Resistance in Paris. Soon after, the KDP joined the Council, which in 1983 declared its agreement with the idea of Kurdish autonomy in Iran. The fact that the KDP joined the Council of Resistance intensified the animosity of the Iranian government towards the Kurdish parties to an unprecedented level. However, the Council expelled the KDP from its organization in 1985 due to their reluctance to condemn any kind of negotiations with Tehran.
One of the factors that explained this reluctance to negotiate was the weakness of Kurdish resistance brought about by the disunity of the Kurdish parties. The 1980s were particularly problematic for the Kurds in this regard. During this period, the Iraqi Kurdish forces fighting against the Iraqi regime had their bases in Iran, in effect bringing into proxy conflict the Iranian-supported KDP and the Iraqi-supported Iranian KDP. 30 Another fatal blow to the Kurdish movement in Iran was the civil war between the KDP and Komala that started in 1984. After the split in the KDP following its eighth congress in 1988, the newly emerged KDPI (Revolutionary Leadership) declared a unilateral ceasefire with Komala. However, the war between the KDPI and Komala went on a few years more. 31 The split of the KDPI in 1988 following the eighth party congress divided the leadership of the party into two. 32 , 2002) . Although Ayyubzadeh provides a detailed account of the war between these parties, he fails to keep himself detached from the events, and his ideological opposition to Komala makes the objectivity of the book questionable.
32. After about ten yeas of acting as two different political parties, the factions finally reunited in 1997. In December 2006, another major split in the KDP had more or less the same factional basis.
of power between the Iranian government and the Kurds. The assassination in Vienna of the KDPI's leader, Dr. Abd al-Rahman Qasimlu, less than a year after the end of the war on July 13, 1989, showed the determination of the government to silence any opposition to its authority. Qasimlu's assassination, followed only three years later by the assassination of his successor Dr. Sadiq Sharafkandi in Berlin on September 17, 1992, dealt a heavy blow to the KDPI.
OPPOrTuNITIES AND CONSTrAINTS FOllOWINg THE 1990-91 gulF WAr
The consequences of the Gulf war in 1990 further changed the political conditions in the region. The establishment of the Kurdistan Regional Government (KRG) in Iraqi Kurdistan in 1991 altered the earlier presuppositions of the Iranian Kurds who had stayed in Iraqi Kurdistan. The relationship between the KRG and Iran could not tolerate any armed struggle against Iran by the Iranian Kurds. Practically, the possibilities of an incursion inside Iranian borders had been ended and both the Iranian KDP and Komala were prevented from military acts against Iran. However, the Iranian regime still managed to assassinate numerous Iranian Kurds based in KRG-controlled Iraq. Some sources estimate that the number of Iranian Kurds who were murdered by Iranian agents in Iraqi Kurdistan during the early 1990s exceeded 200. 33 Meanwhile, social and political changes were taking place in Iran, as exemplified by the election of Muhammad Khatami as President of Iran in 1996. During Khatami's time in office, his policies opened up cultural and political space to a degree not previously witnessed in the Islamic Republic. The Iranian Kurds, inspired by the achievements of the Iraqi Kurds and the escalation of the PKK's activities in Turkey, used this freedom and began to promote unprecedented cultural activities. Numerous Kurdish journals were published in Iranian universities and, in almost all Kurdish cities, literary and cultural societies were organized. The Kurdish members of the Iranian Parliament consolidated themselves into a single faction, and some new young Kurdish activists took part in political and social debates. Kurdish cultural delegations visited Iraqi Kurdistan and published their books and articles there, and the increased number of Kurdish students at Iranian universities and their active participation in various cultural activities showed the arrival of a new generation which displayed a high degree of political and national consciousness. Iranian Kurds followed Kurdish satellite TV channels, and these contributed to the formation of a new nationalist discourse. But, importantly, the published journals and books in Iranian Kurdistan showed a considerable difference from the discourse of the Kurdish parties, indicating that the old established parties of the KDP and Komala were beginning to lose their popularity among the new generation of politically-minded Kurds. 
FrOM rEFOrM TO rEACTION
The failure of Khatami to implement his reformist plans and the election of Mahmud Ahmadinejad as the Iranian President in 2005 signified another rough period for the Kurds. 35 At the time that Ahmadinejad was about to start his term of office, the Kurdish cities witnessed a popular riot against the government. On July 9, 2005, Iranian forces killed a young Kurdish activist, Shwane Seyyed Qadir, in Mahabad. The news of Shwane's murder and the publication of photos of his tortured and lynched body caused an uproar among the people of Mahabad and prompted demonstrations in other Kurdish cities. The security forces brutally suppressed the demonstrations and killed at least 20 people, with hundreds of demonstrators arrested and interrogated. The policy of banning Kurdish newspapers and imprisoning Kurdish activists has remained a common occurrence during Ahmadinejad's presidency. 36 During this period of activity, cultural vibrancy, and repression in Iran, the Iranian Kurdish parties had remained removed from and out of touch in Iraqi Kurdistan. Seemingly in decline, they suddenly became reinvigorated when US policy began to take a clear stance against Iraq and Iran, with President George w. Bush identifying an "axis of evil" which included North Korea, Iraq, and Iran. with the US invasion of Iraq and the removal of Saddam Husayn from power, the Iranian Kurdish leadership in Iraq began to believe that, soon, Iran's leadership would be deposed and they would be at the forefront of "regime change," as their brethren had been in Iraq. However, the events after the collapse of Saddam's regime and the difficulties that the Americans faced in Iraq led to the fading of this hope. while the US has increased its contacts with representatives of the KDPI and Komala, as shown by a visit paid to the US by high ranking members of both parties in 2006, it remains the case that there seems to be no US policy against Iran that includes the resuscitation of the Iranian Kurdish parties.
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[Continued from Previous Page] political parties. Many of the articles were of a strongly theoretical nature, engaging with western literature and developments in philosophy and the social sciences. At the same time, there were many Kurdish novels published both in Iran and in Iraqi Kurdistan that were authored by Kurds from Iran. For this generation of students, academics, and writers, the political parties had little if any influence over their intellectual development or activities.
35. It is important to note that in the presidential election that resulted in Ahmadinejad's election the rate of participation in the Kurdish cities was the lowest: 9% in Mahabd, 11% in Bukan, 20% in Sanandaj, and 15% in Mariwan. See www.dw-world.de/popup_printcontent/0,3118311,00.html.
36. During the last three years many Kurdish journals and newspapers, such as rojhelat, Aso, Ashti, and Peyami Kurdistan, have been banned. The increasingly prolonged exile of the Iranian Kurdish political parties in Iraqi Kurdistan has resulted in more crises in their organization. 38 It is not accidental that there have been major splits in both the KDPI and Komala during recent years. In December 2006 a significant number of KDPI members declared themselves to be simply "the" KDP (with "Iran" omitted from the name of the party) and claimed that democratic principles had been neglected by the majority of the KDPI's politburo. 39 In October 2007, Komala split and a number of its leading figures, accusing the politburo of Komala of being non-democratic, announced the formation of a new organization, "Komala-the faction of reform," which later changed its name to Komalay Zahmatkeshani Kurdistan (The Organization of the Toilers of Kurdistan). 40 In both cases, the solution to disagreements among the factions was far from democratic and on many occasions turned violent. If it was not for the KRG's interference these conflicts easily could have escalated and it was only through the interference of Iraqi Kurdish leaders that the factions were able to solve their -largely financial -disputes with each other. politics. Previously, the Kurdish parties reached the public through their limited radio programs that broadcast from stations based in Iraqi Kurdistan. Now, the arrival of digital satellite TV broadcasting has revolutionized the parties' abilities to communicate with their public. 41 Although the Kurdish parties' use of satellite TV goes back to 1995 when the first Kurdish satellite TV station was established in Europe, it was only in 2006 that Iranian Kurdish parties could start using such an influential medium. Today, most of the parties have access to their own satellite TV stations based on Europe: Tishk TV (the "sun-ray"), based in Paris, is the mouthpiece of the KDPI; the Kurd Channel, based in London, is the mouthpiece of the KDP; Rojhelat TV (East), based in Sweden and belonging to Komala (The Revolutionary Organization of the Toilers of Iranian Kurdistan); Komala TV, based in Sweden and belonging to Komala (the Kurdistan branch of the Iranian Communist Party); Newroz TV, based in Sweden, is the mouthpiece of Parti Jiyani Azadi Kurdistan (Free Life Party of Kurdistan, PJAK); and Aso Sat (Horizon), belonging to Komala's Faction of Reform, which later adapted its name to Komalay Zahmatkeshani Kurdistan (The Organization of the Toilers of Kurdistan). The programs broadcast from these TV stations are mostly political and aim to mobilize their Kurdish audience in Iran against the regime.
THE POWEr OF SATEllITE TV
THE rISE OF NEW PArTIES
During the 1980s and 1990s, the major Kurdish political parties of Iranian Kurdistan were the KDPI and Komala. However 
THE PKK lINK
During the 1990s, when the established Kurdish parties were mainly absent in the ongoing political and cultural activities in Iranian Kurdistan, some Kurdish activists saw the Kurdistan workers' Party (PKK) as an organization which could facilitate their revolutionary aspirations. In the early 2000s, the PKK, following structural and ideological changes in its organization, decided to organize its members based on their origin in various parts of Kurdistan into independent political parties. Parti Jiyani Azadi Kurdistan (Free Life Party of Kurdistan, PJAK), which was officially declared in 2004, was the product of this policy. 45 The established Kurdish parties viewed PJAK with suspicion and, although unofficially, accused it of being the creation of the Iranian regime and, in the ongoing debates on building a Kurdish front, most of the Kurdish parties excluded PJAK from their plans.
On the other hand, the Iranian regime accused PJAK of being the agents of the US and Israel. This posturing against PJAK exemplified the concern that surrounded the ability of PJAK to upset the pattern of Kurdish-Iranian relations. Indeed, PJAK quickly showed that its ability to organize social and cultural activities while also carrying out armed struggle against the regime's bases within Iran's borders was significant. For many observers, these abilities indicate the support of external powers. when asked about this, Rahman Hajiahmadi (the leader of PJAK) enigmatically answered that his party was ready to establish relations with whomever wanted to support the Kurds and their struggle for freedom. 46 
IrANIAN KurDS IN THE DIASPOrA
The tens of thousands diaspora Iranian Kurds who live in Europe also have been active in establishing political parties. By now three political parties have been estab-lished in Europe, and all of them demand the establishment of an independent Iranian Kurdistan. In keeping with the disjointed picture of Iranian Kurdish political organization, these parties also have been borne out of internal argument and division. A former senior member of the KDPI, Amir Qazi, alongside a group of Kurdish activists, 
CONCluSION
The future of the Iranian Kurds is difficult to predict, as the variables that influence the situation are varied and mercurial. However, two dynamics can be readily identified as being durable, at least in the immediate period. These are the heavily fragmented character of the Kurdish political parties and the unwillingness of the Iranian regime to open a discourse focusing on the position of the Kurds, or any other ethnic minority, in the Iranian state. The result has been an increase in militancy in some parts of Iranian Kurdistan, as exemplified by the activities of PJAK. Yet the response from Iran has been uncompromising in its brutality and comprehensive in its coverage of Kurdistan. Faced with the might of the Iranian military, the limited military activities of the Iraqi-based Iranian Kurdish parties have resulted in many casualties and, without the support of the KRG, have been ineffective. 51 The existing Kurdish political groupings such as the "Kurdish United Front" and "The Kurdish Reformists" inside Iran have shown that they are far from able to advocate for Kurdish rights successfully due to their weak voice and limited support. 52 Indeed, the lack of a united Kurdish policy among the existing Iranian Kurdish political organizations has reduced their chances of affecting the political sphere in Iran in any meaningful way. 53 Yet the fact that the Kurdish resistance against the Iranian government has been continuous since the early 20 th century shows that the Kurdish question in Iran only can be satisfied by a democratic solution which can provide the Kurds with their cultural and political rights. The continuity in the Kurdish resistance also shows that the policy of denial and oppression by Iranian governments is far from being effective. Just as in Iraq, the Kurdish factor in Iran can no longer be ignored, as the Kurds remain a significant but understudied actor in a state of critical importance.
52. The oppositional Kurdish political parties who mainly live in exile still have a certain degree of influence in Kurdistan. The Kurdish United Front and Kurdish reformists, due to the fact that they are new organizations and have neither the sufficient support of the government nor the Kurdish opposition parties, have not been able to develop popular support among the Kurds in Iran. One must add to this that the treatment of the Kurds in Iran by the government as a security issue denies them the opportunity to present their plans freely. This constitutes an important reason why these Kurdish political organizations inside Iran are weak.
53. Recently there have been some signs of cooperation among some of the Kurdish political organizations. In the tenth presidential election in Iran, which was held on June 12, 2009, the KDP, PAK, and PJAK did not boycott the election. The KDP and PAK, in a joint statement, implicitly supported the programs of Mehdi Karrubi, one of the presidential candidates. The other Kurdish political parties boycotted the election. Inside Kurdistan, the Kurdish United Front and the Kurdish reformists invited people to take part in the election and vote for Mehdi Karrubi and Mir Hossein Moussavi, who in their election manifestos were said to have explicitly promised to support the rights of Iranian ethnic minorities.
